Introduction
The concept of reflexivity is central to research that aspires to interpret and reconstruct global, comparative and transnational dimensions of crime and its control. It is crucial for understanding how and why criminal justice policies travel between contexts and for interrogating the motives and the interests of the agents and the institutions which facilitate these 'policy transfers' (Jones and Newburn 2007) . Reflexivity in the context of global criminology can be understood as the idea that ' [t] here is no one-way street between the researcher and the object of study; rather, the two affect each other mutually and continually in the course of the research process' (Alvesson and Skoldberg 2009, 79 ). The reflexive praxis described by Alvesson and Skoldberg (2009) holds important methodological implications for criminologists who are interested in studying globalisation 'as an interactive rather than a hegemonic process' (Cain 2000) ; in other words, a process that is continuously shaped by local and global forces. The concept is therefore crucial for understanding how globalisation facilitates the diffusion of 'Western' mentalities of crime and punishment 2 throughout the Global South (see Chan 2005) and it provides a vehicle for working towards the actualisation of what Bowling (2011, 374 With this chapter, I reflect specifically on my personal contributions to the development of a UNDP policy brief that outlined the case for introducing community safety partnership reforms to the City of Sarajevo in 2011. The example illustrates that a researcher's awareness of the reflexive praxis described by Cain (2000) can foster the realisation of a particular variant of Bowling's (2011, 374) transnational criminology of harm production that involves limiting the impact of one's presence unless it is clear that it will not exacerbate structural asymmetries or generate what Cohen (1988, 190) describes as 'paradoxical damage, that is, the possibility that even a 'benevolent' criminal justice policy transfer can inadvertently generate harms due to cultural and structural differences between the context of origin and the recipient society (Cohen 1988, 190) . To this effect, the chapter highlights how a researcher's direct immersion in an active policy node 2 can create unique opportunities for this individual to move beyond ex post facto critiques of ethnocentrism and the structural inequalities associated with international police development assistance programmes (Ellison and Pino 2012; Ryan 2011 ) by addressing these issues on a continuous basis as a participant.
To be successful in this capacity, the researcher as a cultural and contextual outsider must accept the limits of their expertise and exercise modesty in their interactions with local stakeholders so as not to undermine their power. Reflexivity as a component of participatory policy research thus provides the researcher with a means of simultaneously achieving a 4 transnational criminology of harm production which allows them to interpret the 'harms produced by global crime control practices' (Bowling 2011, 374) and to achieve modest impact by speaking truths to power rather than a singular 'truth'. This distinction is important because it recognises that the reflective praxis of ethnographic research in a transnational setting illuminates a plurality of perspectives and experiences that must not be marginalised by the research process lest key local stakeholders be denied meaningful opportunities to interact with globalisation.
Situating Safer Communities
Policies associated with the concept of a community safety partnership have proliferated throughout the Global South over the past two decades. 3 They represent an increasingly popular feature of plural policing and crime control models in advanced Western democracies and their touted success and purported value as locally responsive models governing security at the community level rendered the model an attractive template for entrepreneurial reformers looking to capitalise on an emergent market for police development assistance in developing, transitional and post-conflict societies (Crawford 2009 
Policy Translation and Transnational Criminology
'Policy translation' is a conceptual off-shoot of the more widely used term 'policy transfer'
which Dolowitz and Marsh (1996, 344) Models' to the 'Third World' and suggest that these policy transfers are one-directional and driven by the interests of powerful donors rather than the needs of recipient societies. The objects of these transfers are said to cause 'paradoxical damage' (Cohen 1998, 189-94; Bowling 2011 ) to recipient societies and have been described as tainted by ethnocentrism (Cain 2000; Nelken 2009 ). From a normative perspective, policy transfers associated with 7 police reform in the context of transitional democracies have also been criticised for undermining the political freedoms of recipient societies (Ellison and Pino 2012; Ryan 2011 ).
Cain's (2000, 86) discussion of ethnocentrism and the interactive character of globalisation provides an important framework for developing a reflexive, 'transnational criminology of harm production' (Bowling 2011) . Rather than presenting a deterministic account of globalization, Cain's analysis recognises that local actors have an important role to play in mitigating the paradoxical damage and structural inequalities of international policy transfers.
Cain (2000, 86) writes:
The trajectory is usually from the more to less powerful, but the recipient groups may, if they choose, if they are strong enough, interact with that idea, re-situate it within their own discourses and practices, modify it, make it their own, and so create an alternative model, which, ideally should then find its own place in a global pool of possibilities.
The remainder of this chapter expands upon the argument that human agency can mediate the forces of globalisation and play a role in mitigating the harms generated by international criminal justice policy transfers. It does so by illuminating the reflexive capacity of researchers and their capacity to alleviate the 'paradoxical damage' (Cohen 1988 ) that may result from field work in a transnational setting.
Situating My 'Self' in Safer Communities Working with my colleagues, I established that my participation was ethically justifiable because there was an evident rationale for pursuing the project in relation to local needs.
Specifically, we determined that there was a lack of coordination between the police and different municipal agencies and that this might be addressed through the creation of a 'citizen security forum'. The secondary data that we consulted in forming this judgement consisted of a public perceptions survey that was commissioned by UNDP in BiH in the Fall of 2010 and an evaluation report on local community policing practices throughout Bosnia that was written and researched by a United Kingdom based UNDP Evaluation Consultant in 2010. 5 The decision also benefitted from the subjective experiences of my colleagues who
were long-term residents of Sarajevo. My colleagues openly reflected on their perceptions of the security situation in Sarajevo and the advantages and limitations of the capacity development approach as a means of promoting local ownership of security sector reforms.
These reflections allowed me critically interpret the empirical evidence they also represented a valuable source of data for my research.
Safer Communities as Interactive Globalisation
In early February, I met with a senior municipal official in Sarajevo to discuss the policy brief and to generate local support for implementing the proposal. Also in attendance was the Safer Communities team's Project Manager and a graduate student from the University of Sarajevo who had volunteered his time to contribute to the research for the policy brief. The encounter and my colleagues' subsequent reactions to my concerns illustrate the interactive nature of globalisation described by Cain (2000) .
At the beginning of the meeting, the official made it clear that he was interested in specific policy recommendations that could be used to improve community safety in Sarajevo. The meeting then took an unexpected turn when the official proceeded to discuss his interest in working with UNDP to develop sentencing reforms having recently read about the benefits of 'alternative sentences' (i.e. community penalties) in Serbia and believed that they might help to reduce overcrowding of prisons in BiH (field notes, 3 March 2011). From the meeting, I
quickly determined that the official's interpretation of 'community safety' was significantly broader than my own or that of UNDP in BiH and I left there fearing that I was in over my head. I returned to the office and discussed my concerns with the project's Community
Policing Advisor who assured me that it was not our role as development workers to propose concrete policy recommendations. Rather, the Community Policing Advisor told me, 'UNDP is about giving local stakeholders the tools to do this' and that this was why we advocated a flexible framework for establishing citizen security forums in local communities. Along these lines, a second member of the Safer Communities team advised me to 'keep it broad' and 'avoid too much detail' because we need to 'let them figure it out for themselves' (personal communications, 3 March 2011).
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The municipal official as a local stakeholder and my colleagues in their capacity as representatives of a global institution each recognised that the content of the policy brief would be decided upon within a transnational policy node that was largely inaccessible to the prospective policy recipients. This interaction therefore illustrates the power imbalance between the global and the local with respect to international police development assistance in BiH. My colleagues however were aware of structural asymmetries inherent to their work and they worked to facilitate balanced interactions wherever possible. In this instance, my colleagues did so by advising me to 'keep it broad' so that a plurality of local actors would later have a meaningful opportunity to interact with our recommendations and adapt or reject them for application in Sarajevo Canton as they saw fit. As a cultural outsider, I felt reassured by this guidance because it provided me with a suitable justification for extracting myself from a situation in which I feared that I would find myself 'speaking truth to power' (Bowling 2011 ) that I had yet to fully comprehend.
Final Drafts
I submitted a draft of the policy brief to the Project Manager on 31 March 2011. I had actually finished drafting the report weeks earlier but held-off on submitting it in order to afford myself a chance to reflect on the evidence generated from a parallel study that I had been conducting which focused on the actual implementation of community policing in Sarajevo. Based on my observation of two specialist community policing units, I hastily added a final paragraph to the policy brief that included a specific recommendation that:
Based on the findings of a recent assessment of [community policing] activities in Grad Sarajevo, it is our recommendation that a citizen security 13 forum be established in [a specific municipality] at the earliest possible convenience…It is clear to us that launching this forum would help to reinforce the authority of these CBP officers in the eyes of their partners as well as to enhance their capacity to respond to less conventional community safety issues that they regularly encounter during the course of their duties.
For example, such a forum would provide the officers with a functional venue impact if it may generate harm. Reflexive awareness supports one's ability to achieve this 'transnational criminology of harm production' (Bowling 2011) and to facilitate deliberations that create opportunities for local stakeholders to meaningfully participate in globalization as an interactive process. A 'transnational criminology of harm production' (Bowling 2011) in this sense is concerned with both the harms generated by others and the harms or the potential harms generated by one's 'self'.
The reflexive praxis which makes this transnational criminology of harm production achievable through one's field work is grounded in Cain's (2000) discussion of interactive globalization, Cohen's (1998) reflections on 'paradoxical damage' in the Third World and most recently in Bowling's (2011) work on 'transnational criminology'. The ethos does not reject the possibility that international research on policing and police development assistance in the Global South may generate positive impact but rather it recognises that often, less is more. On a methodological level, it further suggests that an ethnographic approach readily lends itself to a transnational criminology of harm production because its epistemological orientation assumes that the researcher is inseparable from their field of study. Reflexive awareness provides ethnographers with a means of interpreting the subjectivities generated through their participant observation and it also provides them with a means of regulating their own ethnocentric interactions with the field.
However, it should also be considered that mixed-method approaches may also be reconciled with a transnational criminology of harm production and benefit from its call for modesty. The implication is that a transnational criminology of harm production can accommodate various methods but that it requires researchers to acknowledge their limitations and the potential implications of their involvement in an active policy process. They must reflect on the ways in which structural power asymmetries may enhance their perceived expertise and disassociate themselves with the expert label when necessary. They must do these things before they 'speak truth to power' (Bowling 2011) or better yet, work to ensure that their
